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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the prompt module" in line 13. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1 -2, 4 - 7, 9- 15, 17 -20, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Shinohara (US 2002/0132608). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Shinohara teaches a system to provide transmission of video 
data from a first mobile station to a second mobile station in a network, the system 
comprising: a call recognition module operative to recognize a call from the first mobile 
station to the second mobile station as including the video data and, if the video data is 
present, validating the second mobile station as capable of receiving the video data 
(Figures 3, 5, Sections 0034, 0036 - 0037, 0044 - 0047) and determining a delivery 
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preference for the second mobile station (Section 0049, the delivery preference is to 
have multimedia message that is held in the MMS servers immediately forwarded); a 
storage module operative to have stored therein the video data (Section 0036); an 
announcement module operative to selectively prompt, based on the delivery 
preference, the second mobile station if the second mobile station is validated 
(Sections 0045 - 0047, the prompt is the incoming call notification), receive a response 
to the prompt from the second mobile station and selectively forward the response 
(Section 0048); and, a control module operative to store the video data in the storage 
module upon recognition (Section 0047), receive the response to the prompt and, 
based on the response, perform at least one of maintaining the video data in the 
storage module, deleting the video data from the storage module, and forwarding the 
video data to the second mobile station (Sections 0048 - 0049, the video data is 
forwarded to the mobile telephones). 

Regarding Claim 10, Shinohara teaches a method for transmitting video data 
from a first mobile station to a second mobile station in a network, the method 
comprising: recognizing a call from the first mobile station to the second mobile station 
as including the video data; if the video data is present, validating the second mobile 
station as capable of receiving the video data (Figures 3, 5, Sections 0034, 0036 - 
0037, 0044 - 0047) and determining a delivery preference for the second mobile 
station (Section 0049, the delivery preference is to have multimedia message that is 
held in the MMS servers immediately forwarded); storing the video data in a storage 
module (Section 0036); selectively prompting, based on the delivery preference, the 
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second mobile station if the second mobile station is validated (Sections 0045 - 0047, 
the prompt is the incoming call notification); receiving a response to the prompt from 
the second mobile station; and, based on the response, performing at least one of 
maintaining the video data in the storage module, deleting the video data from the 
storage module, and forwarding the video data to the second mobile station (Sections 
0048 - 0049, the video data is forwarded to the mobile telephones). 

Regarding Claim 18, Shinohara teaches a system for transmitting video data 
from a first mobile station to a second mobile station in a network, the system 
comprising: means for recognizing a call from the first mobile station to the second 
mobile station as including the video data; means for validating the second mobile 
station as capable of receiving the video data (Figures 3, 5, Sections 0034, 0036 - 
0037, 0044 - 0047) and determining a delivery preference for the second mobile 
station (Section 0049, the delivery preference is to have multimedia message that is 
held in the MMS servers immediately forwarded); means for storing the video data in a 
storage module (Section 0036); means for selectively prompting the second mobile 
station if the second mobile station is validated (Sections 0045 - 0047, the prompt is 
the incoming call notification); means for receiving a response to the prompt from the 
second mobile station; and, means for performing, based on the response, at least 
one of maintaining the video data in the storage module, deleting the video data from 
the storage module, and forwarding the video data to the second mobile station 
(Sections 0048 - 0049, the video data is forwarded to the mobile telephones). 
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Regarding Claims 2, 11, Shinohara teaches all of the claimed limitations recited 
in Claims 1,10. Shinohara further teaches wherein the call recognition module 
validates the second mobile station by performing a look-up operation on a mobile 
subscriber database (Sections 0037, 0045). 

Regarding Claims 4, 12, Shinohara teaches all of the claimed limitations recited 
in Claims 1,10. Shinohara further teaches wherein the prompt comprises a ringing 
tone (Sections 0047 - 0048, typical mobile phones are notified of an incoming call via 
a ringing tone). 

Regarding Claims 5, 13, Shinohara teaches all of the claimed limitations recited 
in Claims 1,10. Shinohara further teaches wherein the prompt comprises an 
announcement (Section 0047, the notification is the announcement). 

Regarding Claims 6, 14, 19, Shinohara teaches all of the claimed limitations 
recited in Claims 1, 10, 18. Shinohara further teaches wherein the response comprises 
at least one of a rejection of the video data, a request for immediate delivery of the 
video data, and a request for delayed delivery of the video data (Sections 0048 - 
0049). 

Regarding Claims 7, 15, 20, Shinohara teaches all of the claimed limitations 
recited in Claims 1, 10, 18. Shinohara further teaches a call origination module 
operative to originate, based on the delivery preference, a subsequent call to the 
second mobile station to selectively prompt, based on the delivery preference, the 
second mobile station if the second mobile station is validated (Section 0047), receive 
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the response to the prompt from the second mobile station and selectively forward the 
response to the control module (Sections 0048 - 0049). 

Regarding Claims 9, 17, 22 Shinohara teaches all of the claimed limitations 
recited in Claims 1, 10, 18. Shinohara further teaches wherein the control module 
deletes the video data from the storage module if the call recognition module does not 
validate the second mobile station (Sections 0047 - 0048, mobile telephone 10 sub 3 
is not eligible to receive the video data, the data stored in the servers will be erased 
after said data is forwarded to the mobile telephones since the memory space is finite). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shinohara (US 2002/0132608) in view of Hooper et al. (5,442,390). 

Regarding Claim 3, Shinohara teaches all of the claimed limitations recited in 
Claim 1. Shinohara does not teach wherein the storage module is a first-in, first-out 
(FIFO) buffer. 

Hooper teaches a storage module that is a first-in, first-out buffer (Column 4 lines 
36 - 47). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the memory of servers of Shinohara with the FIFO 
structure Hooper for the purpose of providing a dynamically adjustable memory that 
enables data at variable sizes and rates to be written in and read out as taught by 
Hooper. 

7. Claims 8, 16, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shinohara (US 2002/0132608) in view of Cox et al. (US 2001/0044325). 

Regarding Claims 8, 16, 21, Shinohara does not teach wherein the 
announcement module provides a signal to the first mobile station that delivery will be 
blocked if the call recognition module does not validate the second mobile station. 

Cox teaches providing a signal to a mobile station that delivery will be blocked if 
the called device is not validated (Section 0048). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention to modify the system of Shinohara with the call blocking circuitry and method 
of Cox for the purpose of enabling an effective management of the wireless telephones 
by an organization that issues said wireless telephones to selected employees as 
taught by Cox. 
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Conclusion 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raymond S. Dean whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7877. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:00-2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward F. Urban can be reached on 571-272-7899. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Raynrfbnd S. Dean 
August 28, 2006 
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